12 sept. '29]	THE HUNGER-STR1KE BILL	139
Sir James Crerar, intervening, pointed out to Mr. Acharya the rule on the
subject and hoped that the Chair's admonition would have effect.
Mr. Acharya said that he would move the amendment under protest.
The President:  The Honble Member should withdraw those words.
Mr. Acharya :  If you want me to do i t I would do so.
The Chair : You should withdraw them unconditionally.
Mr. Acharya : I withdraw them.
Mr. Acharya then left the House as Mr. Sarda rose to oppose his amend-
ment which was rejected after Mr. Sarda and Sir James Crerar had opposed it.
Mr. Yamin Khan's Amendment.
Mr. Mahomed Yamin Khan next moved an amendment in order to remove
the restriction of age regarding boys. He saw no justiication why boys' parents'
should be punished since no case had been made out why a boy under 18
should not marry. There might be cruelty to a girl under 14, but a boy needed
no protection. On the contrary, the fixation of the age at 18 for a boy would
encourage him to sinful acts. Islam has given freedom for marriage to a boy on
reaching adolescence.
Mr. Sarda, opposing the amendment, considered it necessary to fix boys1 age
also and explained why 18 had been fixed.
Sir James Crerar drew attention to the consensus of opinion that the
marriage of a boy at the time when he should be pursuing his study or learning
a trade, meant a very great handicap to him The restriction might cause
temporary individual hardship, but he was of opinion that those who desire i the
restriction acted on sound lines.
Many voices being against the amendment and only a few in favour, the
amendment was declared lost by the chair.
Certain members demanded a division, but the President said he disallowed
a division, as he considered that it was called merely to cause obstruction. At
this stage the House adjourned till next day.	»
The   Hunger   Strike  Bill.
On the I2TH SEPTEMBER sir james crerar (Home Member), moved
the consideration of the " Hunger Strike Bill." In doing so he said that Govern-
ment could not but place it before the House^consistently with their responsibility
for the administration of the country. The situation which had necessitated this
bill was examined day after day and week after week with the greatest care an I
anxiety both by the Punjab Government and the Government of India. At one
time there were some grounds for the hope that the particular contingencies which
arose might cease to exist but they were disappointed. Sir James emphasised that
the bill had no reference to or bearing whatsoever upon the merits of any case
or^trial now pending or that might hereafter arise. It was based on a general
principle and related to a point of criminal procedure, and had nothing to do
with the guilt or innocence of any accused person.
Sir James Crerar, tracing the history of the present deadlock, said that two
accused were on hunger-strike before the magisterial inquiry started in the
Lahore Conspiracy Case and others followed suit. Thus the trial was held
up and the High Court ruled that the Government had no power to appoint
counsel for the accused.
Before Government proceeded with the amendment of the present law, they
had tried every possible remedy. The Punjab Government made a very sincere
and genuine effort to end this state of affairs, but the demands of the accused
could not be met in full. Government could never accept a political motive
as being present in the minds of those convicted in the Gadhar and Kakori cases.
The Government of India took every step to reassure public opinion in the
matter, issued communiques and addressed a circular letter to the local Govern-
ments. The Home Member was sure that none in the House was prepared to say
that Government had not been reasonable, and said: "From this statement
it will be clear that the result is a complete deadlock and paralysis of the legal
machinery, with the further probability of other accused in future being affected

